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Comments of
Metromedia Fiber Network Services, Inc.

Metromedia Fiber Network Services, Inc. ("MFN"), through counsel,

hereby files its comments in the above-captioned proceeding.

Introduction

MFN is a competitive provider of optical local, exchange access, and

interexchange private line services throughout the nation. MFN's business is focused on

providing high-bandwidth, fiber optic communications infrastructure and services to

communications carriers and corporate/government customers. MFN currently operates

high-bandwidth fiber optic communications networks in New York, and within the next

two quarters, MFN expects to begin operating similar networks in Philadelphia and

Washington, DC. MFN also has begun engineering and constructing networks in

Chicago, San Francisco, and Boston. Within the next two years MFN plans to complete

~o. of Copies rac'd M ~
LISt ABCDE ~Q



Comments of Metromedia Fiber Network Services, Inc.
CC Docket Nos. 98-141

July 19, 1999

an expansion into five additional markets, including Atlanta, Dallas, Houston, Los

Angeles, and Seattle. Upon completion, MFN expects that its domestic intra-city

networks will encompass approximately 810,000 fiber miles covering approximately

1,896 route miles.

MFN intends to compete directly with incumbent local exchange carriers

("ILECs") in the provision of interoffice transmission to competitive local exchange

carriers ("CLECs") and others. Doing so requires that MFN have ready access to all

ILEC central offices - end offices and tandems - to provide a competitive alternative to

ILEC transport. To obtain this access, MFN has negotiated an industry-first agreement

with Bell Atlantic that enables MFN to extend its dark fiber directly to a universally

accessible distribution point within all Bell Atlantic central offices, including those that

have reached physical space exhaustion, without having to meet previous requirements of

"lighting" (with optical-electrical conversion equipment) fiber pulled by MFN into Bell

Atlantic central offices. This new form of central office access, called Competitive

Alternate Transport Terminal ("CATT") connectivity, allows MFN to use its fiber

distribution points to provide CLECs a competitive choice for interoffice transport

throughout the Bell Atlantic region. 1

MFN has attempted to negotiate similar CATT arrangements with SBC

and Ameritech. In spite of the fact that the CATT is a technically feasible means of

central office access currently offered by Bell Atlantic, neither SBC nor Ameritech has

agreed to provide MFN with CATT connectivity. To overcome SBC's and Ameritech's

A joint press release by Metromedia and Bell Atlantic describing the CATT
arrangement is attached hereto as Exhibit A.
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refusal to provide CATT connectivity, MFN submits that the Commission should, as part

of the merger conditions:

(1) declare CATT connectivity a collocation "best practice" that SBC­
Ameritech must provide to MFN and others;

(2) clarify that under the "most-favored-nation" provision of the SBC­
Ameritech merger conditions, the combined company must make
available region-wide any negotiated or arbitrated unbundling!
interconnection arrangement provided by the SBC-Ameritech ILEC in any
state or made available to any SBC-Ameritech CLEC affiliate in any state.

By taking these actions, the Commission will ensure that SBC-Ameritech markets have

an opportunity to become "the most open and competitive in the country.,,2

I. The Commission Should Declare CATT Connectivity a Collocation
"Best Practice" that Must Be Made Available by SBC-Ameritech

MFN submits that the Commission should adopt CATT connectivity as a

collocation best practice and require SBC-Ameritech to provide the CATT throughout its

region. In so doing, the Commission would open the door to competitors, such as MFN,

that wish to provide CLECs with immediate and unrestricted interoffice transport

connectivity - to end offices as well as tandem offices - throughout the SBC-Ameritech

regIOn.

The Commission's 706 Collocation Order3 has made it possible for

competition to move from the access tandem to the end office in a more efficient and

2

3

CC Docket 98-141, Ex Parte Presentation ofSBC Corp. and Ameritech Corp. at 2
(July 2, 1999).

Deployment of Wireline Services Offering Advanced Telecommunications
Capability, CC Docket No. 98-147, First Report and Order and Further Notice of
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cost-effective manner. CLECs are purchasing and conditioning dark copper loops with

ATM, DSL, and other bandwidth-intensive applications to benefit residential and small

business customers. CLECs investing in these applications, which enhance the

throughput ofbottleneck loop facilities, need ready access to high-capacity interoffice

transport from all ILEC central offices, including end offices. Dark fiber is the

interoffice transmission medium of choice for these bandwidth-hungry applications.

However, existing ILEC practices have slowed the deployment of competitive interoffice

transmission capabilities, especially deployment to smaller end offices. To ensure that

competition moves from the tandem office to the central office, CLECs need assurances

that they will have ready-access to competitive interoffice transport to any and all central

offices, including small end offices, and this exactly what CATT provides.

A. CATT connectivity will encourage the development of a
competitive interoffice transport market

Traditional ILEC collocation and cross-connect services were designed to

permit CLECs to interconnect with one another or to utilize existing ILEC-provided

interoffice transport. Previous collocation rules required that competitors light their fiber

with traditional optical-electrical time-division-mulitplexing equipment, where dark fiber

was not available as an unbundled network element ("UNE"). As a result of these

expenses, collocation services historically have been deployed in only the largest ILEC

access tandems and end offices serving large business districts. With today's technology,

Proposed Rulemaking, FCC 99-48, ~ 45 (reI. March 31, 1999) ("706 Collocation
Order").
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Comments of Metromedia Fiber Network Services, Inc.
CC Docket Nos. 98-141

July 19, 1999

these expenditures are totally unnecessary, and serve only to create and artificial barrier

to entry.

By way of example, where dark fiber is considered a UNE, like Texas,

competitors are not required to light fiber. 4 In other jurisdictions, ILECs require CLECs

to light all fiber pulled into central offices, even though no technical reason exists for this

distinction. To deny this capability to MFN - based on an ILEC's determination as to

whether to offer dark fiber - is completely arbitrary.

CATT connectivity was created by MFN and Bell Atlantic in order to

facilitate the provision of competitive interoffice transport from all central offices,

including those that serve primarily residential and small business customers. With the

CATT, MFN has the ability to build fiber rings that pass through Bell Atlantic central

offices without requiring MFN to physically collocate optical-electrical conversion

equipment in the central offices served. During fiber ring construction, the CATT

arrangement permits MFN to pull up to 432 fibers into a central office via a specified

manhole. This fiber can then be distributed on an as-needed basis to collocated CLECs

as a competitive alternative to Bell Atlantic interoffice transport. A diagram depicting a

CATT arrangement is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

4 See, e.g., letter from J.O. Krzesinski of Southwestern Bell Telephone to Robert
Riordan of Metromedia dated July 15, 1999, attached hereto as Exhibit B.
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While the CATT arrangement will permit MFN to provide competitive

interoffice transport services throughout the Bell Atlantic footprint, 5 and allow any SBC-

Ameritech CLEC to use this offering, the SBC and Ameritech ILECs have thus far

refused to provide CATT connectivity to MFN. To encourage the development of a

robustly competitive interoffice transport market, the Commission should require SBC-

Ameritech to provide CATT connectivity throughout their combined territory.

B. Because CATT connectivity is a technically feasible means of
accessing ILEC central offices, the Commission should require SBC­
Ameritech to provide the CATT pursuant to the Commission's
collocation rules

In its 706 Collocation Order, the Commission held that "deployment by

any incumbent LEC of a collocation arrangement gives rise to a rebuttable

presumption ... that such an arrangement is technically feasible.,,6 As the Commission

explained:

[A] presumption of technical feasibility, we find, will encourage
all LECs to explore a wide variety of collocation arrangements and
to make such arrangements available in a reasonable and timely
fashion. We believe that this "best practices approach" will

.• 7
promote competItIon.

The CATT is a technically feasible means by which competitors can enter ILEC central

offices to provide competitive services, such as interoffice transport. This offering will

make virtually unlimited bandwidth available to all carriers (including Bell Atlantic)

5

6

7

See attached Exhibit D.

706 Collocation Order at ~ 45.

ld.
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throughout the Bell Atlantic region for the first time ever. Thus the Commission should

endorse CATT as a technically feasible best practice throughout the SBC-Ameritech

footprint, pursuant to the Communications Act's collocation provision,8 which applies

equally to 251(a)(1) and 251(c)(2) interconnection.

Outside of the Bell Atlantic service territory, the cost of providing

connectivity functionally equivalent to CATT is made needlessly more expensive due to

the cost of collocating the optical-electrical conversion equipment necessary when dark

fiber is not offered by the incumbent as a UNE.9 This arbitrary ILEC collocation

requirement violates the Commission's 706 Collocation Order and is at odds with the

Commission's desire to move competition from the tandem office to the end office. As

such, the Commission should adopt CATT as a best practice and require SBC-Ameritech

to make CATT connectivity available throughout its region as a technically feasible

means of entering SBC-Ameritech central offices.

II. The Commission Should Broaden the Scope of the "Most-Favored­
Nation" Provision of the SBC-Ameritech Merger Conditions

In its proposed merger conditions, SBC-Ameritech offers two basic most-

favored-nation provisions:

(1) for out-of-region arrangements, the SBC-Ameritech ILEC will offer to
CLECs within its own territory any UNE or interconnection arrangement

8

9

47 U.S.C. § 25 1(c)(6).

Indeed, even in states, such as Texas, where dark fiber is available as a UNE, it is
unclear whether SBC will agree to CATT-like arrangements.

DCOlIHAZZM/86914.1 7
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that any SBC-Ameritech CLEC affiliate requests and obtains by
arbitration out of region and

(2) for in-region arrangements, the SBC-Ameritech ILEC will offer to
CLECs throughout the combined region any voluntarily negotiated terms
for interconnection arrangements or UNEs that are made available under
any agreement approved after the merger closes. 10

Both ofthese most-favored-nation provisions permit SBC-Ameritech to dictate the terms

and conditions of arrangements made available to CLECs, and as a result, these

"conditions," as drafted, are nothing more than dead letters. Only by requiring SBC-

Ameritech to offer any negotiated or arbitrated interconnection arrangement provided by

SBC-Ameritech or made available to SBC-Ameritech CLEC affiliates will the

Commission adequately encourage competition both within and outside ofthe combined

region.

Take CATT connectivity, for example. An SBC-Ameritech CLEC could

avail itself of CATT connectivity throughout the Bell Atlantic region to compete with

MFN and others in the interoffice transport market. MFN, however, would not have the

availability of the CATT to compete with the SBC-Ameritech ILEC in the provision of

interoffice transport within the SBC-Ameritech region, unless SBC-Ameritech

voluntarily agreed to permit MFN to do so. Even ifMFN obtained CATT connectivity

from SBC-Ameritech through arbitration in one state, SBC-Ameritech would still be

under no obligation to provide CATT connectivity in other SBC-Ameritech states. Thus,

as drafted, the most-favored-nation provisions of the SBC-Ameritech proposed merger

conditions allow the SBC-Ameritech CLEC to compete against MFN, but forecloses

DCO l/HAZZM/86914.1 8
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MFN from competing against the SBC-Ameritech ILEC for things like interoffice

transport.

To give meaning to the most-favored-nation provisions, the Commission

should require the SBC-Ameritech ILEC to offer region-wide: (1) any UNE or

interconnection term available to any SBC-Ameritech CLEC and (2) any UNE or

interconnection term made available to any CLEC within the SBC-Ameritech territory.

Creating such an obligation would serve as a foundation for making the SBC-Ameritech

states the most open to competition. For MFN, creating such a most-favored-nation

obligation would allow MFN to provide competitive interoffice transmission throughout

the SBC-Ameritech region in the same way that MFN can provide competitive interoffice

transmission in the Bell Atlantic region. In sum, if the merger conditions' most-favored-

nation provision is to be of any import at all, it must provide CLECs competing with the

SBC-Ameritech ILEC with the same competitive opportunities available to the SBC-

Ameritech CLEC.

10 CC Docket 98-141, Proposed Conditions for FCC Order Approving
SBC/Ameritech Merger, 28 (July 2, 1999).

DCOliHAZZM/86914.l 9
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Conclusion

Consistent with the discussion herein, the Commission should: (l) declare

that SBC-Ameritech must offer CATT connectivity throughout its region in accordance

with the Commission's collocation rules and (2) require that any most-favored-nation

provision provides CLECs competing with the Ameritech-SBC ILEC with the same

opportunity to compete as any SBC-Ameritech CLEC.

Respectfully submitt

Jonath
Michae B. ~~~'d)
KELLEY ARREN LLP

1200 Nineteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
Telephone: (202) 955-9600
Facsimile: (202) 955-9792

COUNSEL FOR METROMEDIA FIBER

NETWORK SERVICES, INC.

Dated: July 19, 1999
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BW0168 JON 14,1999 5:43 PACIFIC 08:43 EASTERN

(BW)(NY-METROMEDIA-FIBER-NTWK)(MFNX) Bell Atlantic and Metromedia
Fiber Network Reach Landmark Agreement to Facilitate Fiber Distribution in Bell
Atlantic Central Offices

Business & Hi-Tech Editors

NEW YORK--(BUSINESS WIRE)--June 14,1999--

Agreement Will Provide CLEC Customers with Rapid and
Cost-Effective Dark Fiber Connectivity Inside Bell Atlantic
Central Offices

Metromedia Fiber Network, Inc. (NASDAQ: MFNX) and Bell Atlantic (NYSE: BEL) have signed
an unprecedented agreement that enables Metromedia Fiber Network (MFN) to implement dark fiber
connectivity within all Bell Atlantic central offices.

This industry-first accord provides a fast, efficient way for competitive local exchange carriers
(CLECs) to enter the local telecommunications market by allowing these CLECs to utilize MFN's
fiber to connect directly to Bell Atlantic's network or another CLEC's network.

Under the agreement, Metromedia Fiber Network will install hundreds of 'dark fibers' in Bell
Atlantic's equipment buildings (central offices or COs) but will not be required to locate the lines in a
separate area known as a collocation cage or space. Dark fibers are fiber optic strands that provide
virtually unlimited bandwidth for the transmission of data, video, voice and multi-media
communications services.

This innovative arrangement, jointly developed by Metromedia Fiber Network and Bell Atlantic, is
a first between a regional Bell company and a fiber provider. Never before has a non-incumbent local
exchange carrier been able to deploy an inventory of fiber lines in an incumbent's CO without having
to lease a collocation cage or space. MFN will now be able to pull a single, high-capacity cable to a
universally accessible distribution point within Bell Atlantic's portion of a central office and sell the
lines directly and efficiently to CLECs and other carrier customers.

Bell Atlantic and Metromedia Fiber Network will conduct an initial trial ofthe service in five Bell
Atlantic central offices in New York City. Upon successful completion of the trial, MFN plans to
offer connections in more than 100 Bell Atlantic COs in New York, Philadelphia, Washington, D.C.
and Boston as well as in key COs and tandem switching centers within the Boston to Washington,
D.C. corridor. MFN also plans to eventually expand fiber optic infrastructure availability in other
central offices in Bell Atlantic's region.

"We're extremely excited by this agreement with Bell Atlantic," said Howard Finkelstein, president
of Metromedia Fiber Network. lilt creates a framework that complements Metromedia Fiber
Network's business strategy of becoming the infrastructure provider of choice for CLECs, DSL
providers, ISPs and other carriers competing in the dynamic communications marketplace.

liThe scope of the new opportunity is significant because of what it has created for carrier
customers and because it creates a model for the creation of fiber connectivity to central offices
throughout the country, II added Finkelstein.

With Metromedia Fiber Network's high fiber count optical infrastructure available in key central
offices, CLECs will gain immediate, unrestricted and unmetered bandwidth connectivity in these vital

http://www.businesswire.comiwebbox/bw.061499/1206166.htm 7/19/99
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communications centers, further increasing time to market and cost advantages.
According to Jack Goldberg, president of Bell Atlantic's Telecom Industry Services, "the

innovative service enables fiber providers to quickly and cost effectively compete with Bell Atlantic
to provide connections between central offices known as interoffice transport facilities.

"Our negotiations with Metromedia Fiber Network have resulted in an original solution that can
serve as the foundation for direct fiber connectivity in Bell Atlantic central offices," said Goldberg.
"This will not only provide more options for CLECs entering the market, but it will further promote
the development and availability of cutting-edge communications packages that combine voice, video
and data services."

Finkelstein said: "Our thanks go to the FCC as well as the New York State Public Service
Commission and Bell Atlantic for working with us to make this agreement possible. The creative
framework to which Bell Atlantic and Metromedia Fiber Network agreed was the result of over one
year of steady negotiations and indicates a true commitment to increasing the competitive landscape
of communications in the region."

About Bell Atlantic
Bell Atlantic is at the forefront of the new communications and information industry. With 43

million telephone access lines and nine million wireless customers worldwide, Bell Atlantic
companies are premier providers of advanced wireline voice and data services, market leaders in
wireless services and the world's largest publishers of directory information. Bell Atlantic companies
are also among the world's largest investors in high-growth global communications markets, with
operations and investments in 23 countries.

Internet Users:
Bell Atlantic news releases, executive speeches, news media contacts and other useful information

are available at Bell Atlantic's News Center on the World Wide Web (bttp:l!www.b~.GQIl1).To

receive news releases by email, visit the News Center and register for personalized automatic delivery
of Bell Atlantic news releases.

About Metromedia Fiber Network
Metromedia Fiber Network is building metropolitan fiber optic infrastructure in the local loop in

strategic Tier One markets, enabling technologically sophisticated organizations to implement the
latest data, video, internet and multimedia applications. By offering virtually unlimited, unmetered
bandwidth at a fixed cost, Metromedia Fiber Network is eliminating the bandwidth barrier and
redefining the way broadband capacity is sold.

Utilizing Metromedia Fiber Network's infrastructure, customers are able to rapidly deploy state-of­
the-art optical networks. Communications carriers and ISPs gain local loop connectivity to the most
highly populated metropolitan areas. Corporate and government customers benefit from private
building-to-building networks featuring the fastest transmission speeds available and the highest
levels of reliability and security. In addition to its current expansion in 12 major North American
cities, Metromedia Fiber Network is entering the international market with fiber optic network builds
in Germany, and the provision of transatlantic bandwidth capacity. For more information about
Metromedia Fiber Network, please visit the company's Web site at www.mmfn.com.

This news release contains certain forward-looking statements that involve risks and uncertainties.
Factors that could cause or contribute to such risks and uncertainties include, but are not limited to,
general economic and business conditions, competition, changes in technology and methods of
marketing, and various other factors beyond the Company's control. This also includes such factors as
described from time to time in the SEC reports filed by Metromedia Fiber Network, including the
most recently filed Forms 10K and 10Q.

http://www.businesswire.com/webbox/bw.061499/1206166.htm 7/19/99
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JUL-:5-1999 THU 02:31 PM METRO MEDIA FIBER
JUL-15-1999 12:47

FAX NO, 9144217691 P. 03/13
P. \a2/02

J.O. KnwmlU
Leud Negotlatol'-
LOCil Prll\1clcr .\CCOUT\('raam

@ SO\lthwestel n t::'ell

July 15, 1999

Mr, R.obert Riordan
Direetot-LEC Relations
Metromedla Flber Network Services, Inc.
One North Lexington Avenue. Fourth Floor
\Nhite Plains, NY 10801

Dear IVIr. Riordan:

Southwwcm Bell1l:1t:phone
F(l\II' loll Plau, 71h ncor
! 11 S. .lILa", Street
DlIllu, Thus 7~llO!l.S~08

Phone 21. 484-~H
FIx 2H -484·1.a8
F:mllll! 1~3~.om\lU,ebc.eom

I enjoyed our conversation ttlls momlng and egree thal we're moving forward In these
negotiations. OutJlnelj below Is a brief recap 01 our discussion:

• The Texas Proposed Interconnection Agreement (PIA) IS scheduled for a~lon today by the
Texas PUC. In Its current draft form, the PIA contains provIsions for 8 CLEC to purchase
Unbundled Dedicaled Transport via Dark Fiber for a period of lWO (2) years. 810ng with
specific relIned terms and condItions. It rtmail'ls SWBT's position that the purchase or
Unbundled Network Elements (UNts). IncludIng Unbundled DedIcated Transport, Is for the
purpose of provisioning local exchanga service to end users.

• SW'BT has filed 8 revIsiOn to Its Texas Collocation tariff which is 1150 scheduled for aaion by
the Texas PUC today or tomorrow. The dra1\ revision reflects SWBT's compliance with th~

FCC's March 13, 1999 Order in FCC Docket 90-48, relilted to collocation.

• You agreed to revIew the tpeeftle language of each of the above liInd upon approval of
eitherlboth, provide Metromedis Fiber Network's decIsion on exectJtlng same with SWBT.

• Finally. In response to MFN's ·split billing" Issue - SwaT bills a CLEC for lhe UNEs It orders
pUf$U3nt to the rates, lerms and conditions ot the InterconnectIon Agreement between thPJ
two parties. No billing by SwaT to any affected third party Is processed.

Bob, as di.scussed, lel's keep our "ears to the ground~ and get back. together as soon as the PIA
and Collocation tarlff are approved. I look forward '0 speakIng With you again soon.

Sincerely,

cc: Jeanne Hatfield

TOTAL P.02

JUL 15 1999 14:35 PAGE. 03
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COMPETITIVE ALTERNATE TRANSPORT TERMINAL (CATT)

EQUIPMENT SUPPORT RATE
APPLIES TO FIBER PROVIDER

1------1 F

D
1------1

F

VIRTUAL
COLLa

CATT FIBER EXTENSION
TO VIRTUAL COLLO FDF

PER 12 STRANDS
APPLIES

PHYSICAL
COLLa

CABLE PER FOOT
RATES APPLY TO CLEC

SPLICE .

POINT A
~1 • *INNE,CATTMAYBEINTHEVAULT

G,. RECURRING CABLE SPACE
~ RATE APPLIES TO FIBER

MHObVAULVAULHOa

EXISTING CABLE INSTALLATION RATES AND
CONDITIONS APPLY TO FIBER PROVIDER Exhibit 1
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing Comments of Metromedia Fiber Network
Services, Inc. were served via first-class mail on this 19th day of July, 1999 on the following:

*Robert C. Atkinson
Deputy Chief
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 1ih Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

*Jeffrey Dygert
Attorney
Enforcement Division
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W., Room 5-C317
Washington, D.C.

*Carol Mattey
Chief, Policy and Program Planning Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

*Janice M. Myles
Policy and Program Planning Division
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
Room 5-C327
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

*International Transcription Services, Inc.
1231 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Lynn Starr
Ameritech
1401 H Street, N.W.
Suite 1020
Washington, D.C. 20005
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Mark C. Rosenblum, Esq.
Aryeh S. Friedman, Esq.
Counsel for AT&T
Room 3252G3
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920

Matt Kibbe
Executive Vice President
Counsel for Citizens for a Sound Economy Foundation
1250 H Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005

George Kohl
Senior Executive Director
Ms. Debbie Goldman
Counsel for Communications Workers of America
501 Third Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20001

Mr. Ronald J. Binz
President
Ms. Debra R. Berlyn
Executive Director
John Windhausen, Jr., Esq.
General Counsel
Counsel for Competition Policy Institute
1156 15th Street, N.W.
Suite 520
Washington, D.C. 20005

Genevieve Morelli, Esq.
Executive Vice President and General Counsel
Counsel for Competitive Telecommunications Assocation (CompTel)
1900 M Street, N.W.
Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20036
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Rochelle Cavicchia, Esq.
Ohio Consumers' Counsel
Robert S. Gongren, Esq.
Thomas J. O'Brien, Esq.
David C. Bergmann, Esq.
Terry L. Etter, Esq.
Assistant Consumers' Counsel
77 South High Street
15th Floor
Columbus,OH 43266-0550

Mary Ellen Fise, Esq.
General Counsel
Counsel for Consumer Federation of America and Consumers Union, and AARP
Consumer Federation of America
1424 16th Street, N.W.
Suite 604
Washington, D.C. 20036

Eric J. Branfaman
Counsel for Corecomm Newco, Inc.
Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP
3000 K Street, N.W.
Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007

Ellis Jacobs, Esq.
Counsel for Edgemont Neighborhood Coalition
Dayton Legal Aid Society
333 West 1st Street
Suite 500
Dayton, OH 45402-3031

Mr. Riley M. Murphy
Mr. Charles H.N. Kallenbach
Counsel for e.spire Communications, Inc.
133 National Business Parkway
Suite 200
Annapolis Junction, MD 20701

Renee Martin, Esq.
Richard J. Metzger, Esq.
Counsel for Focal Communications Corporation
200 North LaSalle Street
Chicago, IL 60601
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Janet S. Livengood, Esq.
Director of Legal and Regulatory Affairs
Counsel for Hyperion Telecommunications, Inc.
DDI Plaza Two
500 Thomas Street
Suite 400
Bridgeville, PA 15017-2828

Chairman William McCarty
Counsel for Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission
302 West Washington Street
RoomE306
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Thomas Gutierrez
Counsel for ISM Te1e-Page, Inc.
Lukas, Nace, Gutierrez & Sachs, Chartered
1111 Nineteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mary C. Albert
Counsel for KMC Telecom Inc.
Swidler Berlin Shereff Friedman, LLP
3000 K Street, N.W.
Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007-5116

Chairman John Wine
Commissioner Susan Seltsam
Commissioner Cynthia Claus
Counsel for Kansas Corporation Commission
1500 SW Arrowhead
Topeka, KS 66604-4027

Angela D. Ledford
Counsel for Keep American Connected
P.O. Box 27911
Washington, D.C. 20005

Terrence J. Ferguson, Esq.
Senior Vice President and Special Counsel
3555 Farnum Street
Omaha, NE 68131
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Lisa B. Smith, Esq.
Lisa R. Youngers, Esq.
Counsel for MCI Worldcom, Inc.
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

David R. Conn, Esq.
William A. Haas, Esq.
Richard S. Lipman, Esq.
Counsel for McLeod USA Telecommunications Services, Inc.
6400 C Street, SW
Cedar Rapids, IA 52406-3177

Frank J. Kelley, Esq.
Attorney General
J. Peter Lark, Esq.
Assistant Attorney General
Orijakor N. Isogu, Esq.
Assistant Attorney General
Counsel for Michigan Consumer Federation
Office of Attorney General
State of Michigan
525 West Ottawa Street
Lansing, MI 48909

Cynthia R. Bryant, Esq.
Assistant General Counsel
Counsel for Missouri Public Service Commission
P.O. Box 360
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Mr. Frederic Lee Ruck
Executive Director
National Association of Telecommunications Officers and Advisors
(NATOA)
1650 Tysons Boulevard
Suite 200
McLean, VA 22102

Steven T. Nourse
Assistant Attorney General
Counsel for Ohio Public Utilities Commission
180 East Broad Street
i h Floor
Columbus, OH 43215

Deo1/HAZZM/87082.1 5



Robert L. Hoggarth, Esq.
Angela E. Giancarlo, Esq.
Government Relations
Counsel for Paging and Messaging Alliance of the

Personal Communications Industry (PCIA)
500 Montgomery Street
Suite 700
Alexandria, VA 22314-1561

Joseph P. Meissner
Cleveland Legal Aid Society
Counsel for Parkview Areawide Seniors, Inc.
1223 West 6th Street
Cleveland, OH 44113

Walter Steimel, Jr.
Marjorie K. Conner
Counsel for Pilgrim Telephone, Inc.
Hunton & Williams
1900 K Street, N.W.
Suite 12
Washington, D.C. 20006

Janice Mathis, Esq.
Counsel for RainbowlPUSH Coalition
930 East 50th Street
Chicago,IL 60615

James D. Ellis
Wayne Watts
SBC Communications, Inc.
175 E. Houston
San Antonio, TX 78205

Merie C. Bone
Chief Information Office & Managing Partner
Counsel for Shell Oil Company
P.O. Box 2403
Houston, TX 77252-2463

Kenneth T. Goldstein
Counsel for South Austin Community Coalition Council
Krislov & Associates, Ltd.
222 North LaSalle
Suite 2120
Chicago, IL 60601
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Phillip L. Verveer
Suie D. Blumenfeld
Gunnar D. Halley
Jay T. Angelo
Brian Conboy, Esq.
Thomas Jones, Esq.
Counsel for Sprint Communications Company, L.P.
Willkie Farr & Gallagher
Three Lafayette Centre
115521 st Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

David D. Dimlich, Esq.
Counsel for Supra Telecommunications & Information Systems, Inc.
2620 SW 2ih Avenue
Miami, FL 33133

Telecommunications Resellers Association
1620 I Street, N.W.
Suite 701
Washington, D.C. 20006

Stephen F. David
Chief, Office of Policy Development
Counsel for Texas Public Utilities Commission
1701 North Congress
i h Floor
Austin, TX 78711

Suzi Ray McClellan, Esq.
Public Counsel
Rick Gunzman, Esq.
Counsel for Texas Office of Public Utilities Counsel
P.O. Box 12397
Austin, TX 78711-2397

Brian Conboy
Thomas Jones
Michael Jones
Counsel for Time Warner Telecom Corporation
Willkie Farr & Gallagher
115521 st Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
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John R. Gerstein
Richard A. Siimpson
Merrill Hirsh
Counsel for Total-Tel USA Communications, Inc. and Telemarketing Investments, Inc.
Ross, Dixon & Masback, LLP
601 Pennsylvania Avenue
North Building
Washington, D.C. 20004

*Via hand delivery
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